ONE  WORLD :  TWO  WARS

he said that the United States and Britain were putting the peoples
of East Asia against each other in order to grasp hegemony in the
Far East and that " for the honour and pride of mankind, we must
purge this sort of practice from East Asia with a vengeance."

The President interrupted his brief visit to Warm Springs, Georgia,
to hurry back to Washington, and I have little doubt that Tojo's
bellicose speech was at least one reason for the hurry. The speech,
at this critical moment, was utterly stupid ; of course, it was chiefly
for domestic consumption, but it clearly represented the belief of
most Japanese that the United States can be intimidated by a sufficient
amount of sabre rattling; and if the Government really wants to
remain at peace with us, it seems to be the height of stupidity to
continue to inflame domestic public opinion against us. Once again
I am impressed with the truth of the remark of a Japanese friend
that when dogs are frightened, they bark, and the more they are
frightened, the louder they bark ; and also that the Japanese are
really children and should be treated as children. The Prime
Minister's speech seems to me to be utterly childish. Where is the
much-vaunted Japanese statesmanship of olden days ?

JAPAN'S PESSIMISTIC REACTION TO THE
AMERICAN PROPOSALS

December i, 1941

During the past several days I have talked with a number of
prominent Japanese, some of whom have been in direct touch with
the Foreign Minister, and most of them appeared to be already
familiar with the substance of our Government's recent ten-point
draft proposal. While desirous of continuing the Washington con-
versations, they all reflect a pessimistic reaction, perceiving the
difficulties of bridging over the positions of the two countries and
emphasizing what they seem to regard as the unconciliatory " tone "
of our proposal.

In all of my talks I have stressed my personal opinion that our
draft is a proposal of the highest statesmanship, envisaging an ob-
jective and broad-gauge plan, because it offers to Japan in effect the
very things for which she says that she has been fighting, as well as
a peaceful and logical way of achieving without further fighting her
constantly publicized desiderata. At the same time I have expressed
in no uncertain terms my surprise that at this critical juncture the
Prime Minister should have seen fit to deliver an address which can
only be regarded as bellicose in tone and substance, and I have made
clear the deplorable and serious reaction which that speech will
surely have created in the United States and on the American
Government and people.

I have also said that the Japanese Government is now in a position
to mould public opinion to the corjception that the Government
has won a diplomatic victory in the conversations (if face must be